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Abstract  
The current project seeks to explain the causes of the Ukrainian crisis as seen in the foreign 
diplomacy. Even the contra-posing values and antagonistic attitudes are being cultivated among 
Ukrainians by the foreign powers. 
Abstract in Russian 
Состоявшиеся 25 мая президентские выборы стали вехой для Украины. Однако долгая дорога 
к стабилизации страны только начинается, пишет западная пресса. Новое правительство 
должно открыть с востоком диалог: военного решения у кризиса нет. "Шоколадный король" 
Петр Порошенко оказался для всех наиболее нейтральной фигурой. Если кто-то и сумеет 
станцевать замысловатый менуэт, чтобы обхаживать Европу, не провоцируя Москву",  
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Introduction 
Украина (Rus) - by the edge. (Literal translation). 
The present actions of Russia cannot be viewed through the prism of some particular current 
international relation theory, they can be explained by some not all features inherent in a few IR 
theories. Constructivism and English school could be of help explaining the actions through 
theoretical perspective. However, in order to be able to determine which theory better explains the 
actions of Russia as well as of the western world, or rather the theory that can be adjusted or 
adapted to the processes that are taking place in Ukraine, it is vital to have relevant data at one’s 
disposal. 
Failure of the theories to predict and prevent the actions of the states undermines their applicability 
and their necessity, and the possibility of practical use.  
Due to this the project seeks to explain and predict the future actions of Ukraine using rather 
alternative ways of deconstructing the situation. 
The processes taking place in Ukraine are the result of unwise decision making of the past soviet 
leaders. The collapse of the Soviet Union triggered the events the effects and outcomes of which are 
yet to become apparent. Being a country with artificial political borders which do not resemble nor 
the reflect the real allocation of the population in the country by the language group neither by the 
traditional or cultural differences, which would be more generic which would stay unchanged or 
change organically with time, Ukraine faces fragmentation. This has already started with the help of 
Russia as the example for the other regions of Ukraine of where it might lead in the future. The 
fragmentation of Ukraine is happening due to the difference in language and the contra-posing 
difference in the perspectives towards the history and the future aspirations among the people of 
the Ukraine who have divided into two camps and the border between them can be drawn on the 
map, that is more generic and would reflect people’s ideological and cultural differences. 
The picture that the media creates today portrays Russia and its government as aggressive power 
trying to recreate Soviet Union using its proven to be effective methods of military force and 
coercion by instilling the fear. It is true though that the actions of pro-European and pro-Russian 
elite groups likewise facilitated the antagonistic attitudes towards the differences among the public, 
which escalated in and open fire conflict, the western and the eastern world served as the catalysts 
of the conflict, which then starts to remind the scenario that was played out by the great nations 
during the partitions of Polish-Lithuanian commonwealth or the Molotov Ribbentrop pact.  
 
Quick recap on the history and emergence of the current conflict in Ukraine. 
Ukrainian presidential office does not accept the terms and conditions of the treaty of European 
association, due to the forecasted long term negative effects for the economy of the country and the 
wellbeing of its people, and refuses to sign it after holding negotiations with Russian government 
and getting a guarantee of 15bn $ grant and a discount for the gas prices. The decision of the 
Ukrainian an instant decision in this regard accepting the conditions of Russian proposals right after 
the negotiations for it which took place short time before the European free trade association treaty 
was expected to be signed for as the negotiations for it for lasting for quite a while. The irony of this 
is that at the time of the negotiations with Russian president the terms and conditions of the 
European trade treaty were not translated into national language of Ukraine. 
The demonstration in support of the European treaty sprang out in clashes with police for as 
demonstrators undertook violent defensive character when police tried to clear the main square of 
tent camp village. After, this demonstration starts to remind a form rebellion: the city is in smog, the 
unleashed neo-Nazis from the West and other agitated groups (opposing the decision of Ukrainian 
president to redirect the country’s path in to the future onto hundred and eighty degrees in literal 
and figurative sense, while it has been portrayed in bright colours of united Europe) start to seize the 
buildings using armed force.  
The government passed the policy against violent demonstrations, which was claimed to be copied 
of the main democracies of the west. The rebellion only escalated demanding the abolition of the 
recent policy and release of the prisoners, in exchange the protesters and rebels promised to clear 
the clear. 
Despite the fact that the protesters and rebels and other opposing groups were not consolidated 
under one leader the demands still were messaged.  The policy against the protesters were 
abolished and the prisoners released. Contrary to their promises the rebels became more radical 
which made the legitimately elected president to flee to Russia in fear for his life.  
Crimea joins Russia. This incident was perceived differently in Russia and in the Western world. As 
reunion with Russia on the premises that Crimea was declared to be a part of Ukraine only in 1950’s 
and that current population of Crimea expressed the will to join Russia. And as an annexation of the 
territory by Russia, for as the referendum was considered to be illegitimate by the government that 
seized power after the president flee the country who regards the current self-proclaimed 
government to be illegitimate in his turn. 
The south eastern regions start the seizure of the governmental and administrative buildings. Police 
in Donetsk joins the contra-rebellion. The army is unleashed onto the south-eastern rebels despite 
the Geneva agreement not to do so. Some of the army units join the independence movement, 
Donetsk and Lugansk people’s republics are proclaimed. The presidential elections that are 
scheduled for the 25th of May will show if the referendum held by the self-proclaimed autonomy of 
the regions reflects the people’s will and can be regarded legitimate.  
 
Problem formulation 
Due to the differences in the Weltanschauung among the people of the country and inability of 
these people be reconciled with the differences among them it faces dissolution for as the extreme 
contra posing attitudes regrew into extreme antagonistic actions against each other. There might be 
no other way to prevent the escalation of the armed conflict apart from creating a tangible border 
between these people. The preconditions for is exist since people of the different Weltanschauung 
reside in respectively different regions of the country. 
Methodology  
By drawing historical information we can see the spread of Russian culture and its influence. Ukraine 
is what use to be the centre of ancient Rus’. It explains the interests of the Ukrainians who view 
themselves as the same with Russians culturally and ethnically, and there others who do not. 
Therefore the project has taken an constructivist approach to view the case as a whole.  
Sources  
The sources for this project are taken mainly from the internet such as maps and articles
The main point 
Ukraine faces dissolution of its borders, due to inability its people to become reconciled with the 
differences among themselves. There might be no other option apart from creating a tangible, 
secured border between the regions of distinct folk identity and mentality. The difference in the 
ideology consequent actions among people of Ukraine, which has become radical and ultra-
nationalistic in some regions (West) and contra-nationalistic, but no less radical, in others (East), 
cannot be tolerated by either of the sides and springs out in open fire conflict in the name of 
defending the right to obtain own values and freedoms without oppression. The project is called 
“Ukraine at the frontiers of international diplomacy. Due to the causes of the processes and their 
outcomes so much lays in the hands of the international community. Post-soviet geopolitical power 
distribution, and its proliferation via libertarian channels, put certain countries into conditions of 
dependency and the circumstances which benefit the one who have more influence over it. 
Ukraine’s slow fall into a catastrophe lasted since its formation into an independent state after the 
collapse of the Soviet Union. Its economy was declining due to the inability of its leaders to hold 
reforms that would help to modernise the industry in order for the products to be competitive on 
the international markets. Instead the country was pressured by Russia economically over the gas 
prices ever since the orange revolution and Ukraine’s course towards Europe and still was unable to 
hold the effective reforms during Yuschenko and during Yanukovich office likewise. The internal 
corruption and political incapability lead the country into a crisis to get out from which without 
external investments and influences, and dependency modification of the countries economy is 
impossible. That is why the future of Ukraine is in the hands of the great powers of EU, USA and 
Russia. It is through the manipulations in the free market economy, the settings of which allow such 
to happen, the country’s economy can be dependent so much on the foreign capital that it 
eventually declines into a crisis the ways out from which are only feasible and possible with the help 
of the international community. It is about the foreign policy that a country need to develop in order 
to  
1. The argument consists first in proving that today’s Ukrainian and Russian people are of the 
same culture, tradition, history and ethnicity.  
1.2 History of Ukraine and Russia and of Russ and Slav people based on Russian primary chronicles 
and maps of the region. History of Ukraine and formation of its borders in the recent history. 
It is important to understand the origins of the word Russian, how it can be defined in the 
ethnological terms. To do that we will resort directly to the source which draws its history and origin. 
The Primary Chronicles accounts as a first ever written historical document dating back 1305. It is 
important to understand the difference between the Russ people and Slav people, and then 
construct the identity of Russian ethnicity if possible. This will help us to prove that extreme 
nationalism has no ground, for the people of even the Western Ukraine are also Russians. 
This brings us to the name that the contra-protesters were given by the Kiev’s government. Note 
that calling people pro-ethnic is also racist, initially, for the people whose mouth it is coming from. 
To call them pro-Russian could be miss leading like in this case for the definition of the word gets 
lost in translation. In English pro-Russian is the same for being ethically biased towards Russian and 
biased towards Russia. In Russian there are differences between the two words, as two terms, which 
are salient in the suffixes. But on the other hand, yet again, it can point as to the pitfall in rhetoric’s 
of the Kiev’s current government, which evidently have took control of the media, which were on 
the side of the protestors, including those of the ultra-nationalistic ones (aka neo Nazis that 
evidently threatened the Jews in Odessa)  
Let us come back to the primary chronicles to draw the origin of the people of Russ and the firs 
mentioning of the in the source.  
After the flood the tree brothers of Noah divided the land among themselves: 
“In the share of Japheth lies Rus', Chud', and all the gentiles: Merya, 
Muroma, Ves'? Mordva, Chud' beyond the portages, Perm', Pechera, 
Yam', Ugra, Litva, Zimegola, Kors', Let'gola, and Liv'. The Lyakhs, 
the Prussians, and Chud' border on the Varangian Sea. The Varangians 
dwell on the shores of that same sea, and extend to the eastward 
as far as the portion of Shem. They likewise live to the west beside 
this sea as far as the land of the English and the French. For the 
following nations also are a part of the race of Japheth: the Varangians, 
the Swedes, the Normans, the Gotlanders, the Russes, the English, 
the Spaniards, the Italians, the Romans, the Germans, the French, the 
Venetians, the Genoese, and so on. Their homes are situated in the 
northwest, and adjoin the Hamitic tribes.” (Primary chronicles) 
As we can see the Varangians and Sweedes and Normas and Russes are listed separated by coma. 
Which means or rather can be interpreted that they are the different nations of the same race.  
After the Babylonian tower has been destroyed the world was shared by the sons of Ham, Shem and 
Japheth.  
“The sons of Japheth (got) the western and the northern 
lands. Among these seventy-two nations, the Slavic race is derived from 
the line of Japheth, since they are the Noricians, who are identical with 
the Slavs.” (Primary chronicles) 
Further the source provides information about the areas of the settlement of the different Slavic 
tribes. The maps given in the source can show their names location. We can also draw attention to 
the last sentence of the quote.  
“Thus the Slavic race was divided, and its language was known as Slavic.” (Primary chronicles) 
There is up until today no unity among the Slavic people. It does not mean that there must be such 
necessarily. For as if a people distinguish themselves from another people, and identify themselves 
differently they must be given the right to live according to their norms and customs without being 
affected by the nabour cultures. For if they honour the traditions, the influence of other traditions 
and values may undermine the sustainability of their culture and of their society. Since there was no 
unity among the tribes they were made to pay tribute to different peoples.  
“6367 (859). The Varangians from beyond the sea imposed tribute 
upon the Chuds, the Slavs, the Merians, the Ves', and the Krivichians.19 
But the Khazars imposed it upon the Polyanians, the Severians, and 
the Vyatichians, and collected a white squirrel-skin from each hearth”. (Primary chronicles) 
The northern tribes were paying tribute to the Varangians, does not say which ones in particular. 
First the land of the Russ was recognised : 
“In the year 6360 (852), the fifteenth of the indiction/6 at the accession 
of the Emperor Michael, the land of Rus' was first named. We 
have determined this date from the fact that in the reign of this Emperor 
Russes attacked Tsar'grad (Tsar city – Constantinople), as is written in the Greek Chronicle” (Primary 
chronicles) 
It is also interesting to note following quote that provides information on the foundation of Kiev 
which is to be one of the major centres of Russ:  
“While the Polyanians lived apart and governed their families (for 
before the time of these brothers there were already Polyanians, and each 
one lived with his gens on his own lands, ruling over his kinsfolk), 
there were three brothers, Kiy, Shchek, and Khoriv, and their sister was 
named Lybed'. Kiy lived upon the hill where the Borichev trail now 
is, and Shchek dwelt upon the hill now named Shchekovitsa, while on 
the third resided Khoriv, after whom this hill is named Khorevitsa. 
They built a town and named it Kiev after their oldest brother. 
Around the town lay a wood and a great pine-forest in which they 
used to catch wild beasts. These men were wise and prudent; they 
were called Polyanians, and there are Polyanians descended from them 
living in Kiev to this day.” ((Primary chronicles)p.45) 
If I were to read it as a prophetic text, I would probably conclude that these people (wise and 
prudent Polyamines) did not part take in the conflict. The must be so few of them left. 
Now, let us resort to the information that will put a distinction between Russ and Slav people. 
“The tributaries of the Varangians drove them 
back beyond the sea and, refusing them further tribute, set out to govern 
themselves. There was no law among them, but tribe rose against 
tribe. Discord thus ensued among them, and they began to war one 
against another. They said to themselves, "Let us seek a prince who 
may rule over us and judge us according to the Law." They accordingly 
went overseas to the Varangian Russes: these particular Varangians 
were known as Russes, just as some are called Swedes, and others Normans, 
English, and Gotlanders, for they were thus named. The Chuds, 
the Slavs, the Krivichians, and the Ves' then said to the people of 
Rus', "Our land is great and rich, but there is no order in it. 
Come to rule and reign over us." They thus selected three brothers, 
with their kinsfolk, who took with them all the Russes and migrated. 
The oldest, Rurik, located himself in Novgorod; the second, Sineus, 
at Beloozero; and the third, Truvor, in Izborsk.” ((Primary chronicles, p.59) 
First of all what I would like to draw the attention to Varangians. Which are widely regarded to be 
the Vikings. Varang - is a unifying toponym for the Baltic Sea and for the people leaving on the 
shores of it. However, there were different Varangians, among the mentioned ones: Russ, Swedes, 
Normans, English, Gotlanders. Another important aspect of this quote is that Rurik migrated with all 
the people of Russ. Now we can see that the Russ people are not the same with Slavs, even though 
they are the sons of Japheth. Also it is peculiar to notice that northern Slavs managed to drove 
Varangians back beyond the sea, the ones that are regarded to be the Vikings seizing the 
Constantinople. And then call them back due to disorder between the tribes and inability to resolve 
it. 
After boyars Askold and Dir took over Kiev Oleg who were looking after Igor’, the son of Rurik, 
claimed the right to the city. 
“Oleg said to Askold and Dir, "You are not princes nor even of princely stock, but I am of 
princely birth." Igor' was then brought forward, and Oleg announced 
that he was the son of Rurik.” 
“Oleg set himself up as prince in Kiev, and 
declared that it should be the mother of Russian cities.” (Primary chronicles p.61) 
Askold and Dir were killed and the Kiev became the centre of Russ. Later when Vladimir becomes the 
king he converts Rus’ into Christianity, and orthodox Christianisation of the Rus’ initiates from Kiev. 
Bearing in mind the previous information, precisely, that Russes are originally Varangians let us draw 
attention to the further quote which will shed more light on the origins of Varangians Russ, which 
are widely regarded as Vikings. 
“Since Paul is the teacher of the  
Slavic race, from which we Russians too are sprung, even so the Apostle 
Paul is the teacher of us Russians, for he preached to the Slavic nation, 
and appointed Andronicus as Bishop and successor to himself among 
them. But the Slavs and the Russes are one people, for it is because of 
the Varangians that the latter became known as Rus', though originally 
they were Slavs.” (Primary chronicles p.63) 
Now we can clearly see that the Russes and Slavs are people of the same kin and race, but still 
different, since Russes are also Varangians. 
Information provided in this part gives an idea of the ethnicity of Slavs and Russes which is identical 
in origin. Moreover the Russes are the decedents of Slavs. Also the information on Kiev explains the 
significance of the city for the Russian nation. 
Now let us resort to the maps which will show the borders of Ancient Rus’ and also the territories of 
Rus’ nations under the rule of Polish - Lithuanian Common Wealth, for some of territories 
comprising polish Lithuanian common wealth are distinguished on the German map as Russian for 
the people inhabiting the territory were Russians. It is important to understand the breadth of the 
spread of the Russian nation and its settlement, now de determined that they were ruling over the 
Slavs. (see Primary chronicles maps and  German map of Poland year 1660 map) The map provided 
by the Primary Chronicles shows the Rus’ territory up 12th century. It includes cities of today’s 
western Ukraine such as Galich and Jurjev in South-Eastern Estonia. It is peculiar to note that the 
density of the cities is larger on the southern part of Kievan Rus’ precisely what today is northern 
and western Ukraine, these are those regions that fell under the rule of Mongols unlike Novgorod. 
The German map portrays the White, the Black and the Red Russia and what is important in our case 
Ukraine. Red Russia comprises the territory which is today western Ukraine and is known as Galicia, 
the name stems from the name for the city Galich. The territory where neo-Nazis started their march 
from.  
White Russia is also situated within the present borders of north-eastern Belarus. It is peculiar how 
Belarus people eagerly defend their right to be named Belarus and Belarus’ for the country, because 
of the root of the word Rus’ (area) and Rus (person) which is associated directly with the Varangians 
Russes people and not Russians, for the former remember and honour the history of their ancestry. 
The city Kharkov is not a part of the polish Lithuanian common wealth and belongs to Moskva 
regions,   
Ukraine comprises the area near Kiev, Zaporozhe Cossacks are marked within distinct territory south 
of Ukraine. Cossacks were autonomous class of people even during the Imperial Russia, but 
originated in present day Ukraine. Regions of the Polish-Lithuanian kingdom preserved the Russian 
names of the territories, which can also mean that the people in those regions must have been 
Russian.  
Now we can determine from the historical document, that the people of present Russia and present 
Ukraine, as well as present Belarus have common ancestry, history and language. And there are 
seemingly no reasons for inter-ethnic antagonism.  
More recent history explains the origin of the Nazism and neo-Nazism in Ukraine. 
The Ukraine as an independent state never existed until the collapse of the Soviet Union and the 
territories comprising it we included into Ukraine at different points of time.  Ukrainian Galicia was 
taken from Poland in 1939 after Molotov – Ribbentrop Pact. Which were The Carpathian Ukraine 
was legally adjoined to Ukraine only after the Second World War in 1946. The Crimea became the 
territory of Ukraine in 1956 by the decision of the communist party. It is in Galicia where first 
Ukrainian nationalist like Stepan Bandera were reared before the Germans attacked USSR. Likewise 
the western Ukrainians the solders of red army defending Kiev were recruited by the Germans as 
police support. Those same collaborators from Ukraine who served the Third Reich were guilty of 
mass murders in Belarus, Khatyn’ as the biggest site, today it’s a memorial place. In other words the 
brother folk from western Ukraine has been widely known and still remembered as traitors, by those 
who are acquainted with this knowledge, after it has been revealed to the public.  
Ukraine came to be known as a country in the 20th century, before that, as a part of Russian Empire, 
it consisted of Minor Russia, the lands around Kiev; and New Russia, the lands conquered from 
Ottoman Empire including Crimea. Note, that the people of South Eastern regions of Ukraine refer to 
this term as one of the possible names for their proposed, and desired independent state. 
1.2 Haplogroup (Y - chromosome).  
See appendix for the map 
Due to the violent ultra-nationalistic movements in Ukraine the subject of ethnicity is taking one of 
the main topics of the project and scientific proofs are drawn to claim that the people of Ukraine 
and Russia are of the same ethnicity.  
The further information is provided from illegitimate sources it is regarded as such by formal 
academy standards. Though the map taken from the source is still comprised of scientific data. This 
information is provided as secondary for the sake of diversifying possible premises in support for the 
argument of unity of Slavic race by their ancestry which is recorder on the chromosome. The map 
represents different branches of Y chromosome mutation. The code represent the relationship as 
well as difference in the mutation on the Y chromosome. For example R is the ancestor for R1 and 
R2, R1 in its Turn is the ancestor for R1a and R1b. Code “I” represents another line, and its ancestry 
code unfolds in respective sequential order: I > I1, I2 > I1a, I1b and so on. 
The map indicates the western and eastern parts of Europe namely those people that hold R1b and 
R1a chromosome mutations respectively, belong to the same tree of ancestry which is R1. Which 
indicated that there are no scientific grounds for racial discrimination, for such can be identified and 
become acknowledged only by racist per se. 
 
2. Further argument consist in drawing analogy between the recent Post Cold War border 
formations in continental Europe by which the forecast of the future events is going to be 
assumed. Learning a lesson from historical events in former Yugoslavia and in Georgia 
(08.08.2008). 
International Relation theories are to become of help to view the situation from its perspective. 
Since both of them are social theories, they are not used to predict the future events. For as if such 
theories could be used to forecast the events the unfavourable resolution for the west of losing 
Crimea to Russia must have been foreseen. Any social theory uses standardised, conformist way of 
looking at the situation. Every theory is bound by within its limits, and can explain the social world 
only by embracing certain perspective, the prism of deconstructing the situation, and is bound to be 
limited to the variables it considers and recognises. Useless since the world of theory is the world of 
fiction - somebodies interpretation of the natural phenomena which is not encompassing the total 
knowledge of nature and cannot reflect it, but only exists as natural phenomena of itself – one of the 
various manifestations of nature. Every theory is defined by its terms where each term is provided 
with precise definition in its turn as well as the logic of the connection between the terms.  Neither 
of the theories used by USA to prevent, what they called, annexation, worked in practice, may be 
specifically, because they were guided by the logic of the vocabulary of the theory. If they are calling 
it annexation that means these are the perspectives, the spectacles that they embraced in making 
sense of the situation, which is far from being the reality, if you not blind to recognize that the 
different sides of the story exist. Therefore, none of the IR theories are going to be used to forecast 
the situation. Rather the traits of some IR theories are going to be used to explain the situation in 
theoretical terms. 
As we know the war in Yugoslavia was inter-ethnic. As well as an attempt of genocide of Abkhazians 
and South Ossetians by Georgian president. 
In the following section no theories are going to be used to assume the forecast of future events, 
rather it is to be explained in general terms.  IR theories are to be  used to  view the events in 
theoretical perspective.
2.1 It is presumed that dissolution of Ukraine is going to follow being caused by the difference of the 
Weltanschauung among people, which were fostered in their consciousness in accordance with the 
ruling and oppositional power interests and its distribution.  
“If leaders frame collective actions with their demands and ideologies, their proposals a woven into 
cultural matrix and depend on the mass media to be communicated to allies and enemies.” (Tarrow 
p.153) 
2.1.1. Dissolution by the Weltanschauung (ger) - world view 
Due to the emphasis of the media (including educational texts) on the certain historical events and 
their biased interpretation the two conflicting discourses in the public have arose, which led to 
antagonistic attitudes and actions which in turn have already divided the country into ideologically 
distinct regions. It is true also that the regions have different history for as they have been the 
provinces of different empires and states in the prior days which were also hostile to each other, this 
actually served either as the precondition, the pretext or the opportunity for these opposing world-
views to be cultivated.  
2.1.2 Political and administrative and legal dissolution 
2.1.2.1 Dissolution by feud 
In the case of ideological dissolution and consequential violence reach the scale of perpetual 
hostility and feud and of intolerability by the International community, UN and Russia in specific; the 
conflict is likely to find its resolution according to the Yugoslavian or Georgian Scenario. The 
difference of scenarios is in the kind of military force that is going to be applied in the name of the 
peace keeping mission. Yugoslavian scenario – the presence of UN forces. Georgian scenario is the 
presence of Russian troops. Both of the conflicts, be it Yugoslavia or Georgia, were caused by ethnic 
and ideological antagonism and violence were attempted to be resolved with the use of the national 
army which met retaliation from outside the country borders. In the case of Yugoslavia the NATO did 
not get the permission of the UN to interfere militarily neither did Russia in the case of Georgia. Both 
cases were justified by the urging necessity to prevent the bloodshed and criminal use of military 
power. These means that the both parties reserve a right to do that again. However, here we facing 
a danger that the patience of Russia will expire earlier for as the ethnic and kin relations are vital 
factors influencing Russians actions in regards to this matter. Basing the excuse on the same 
premises as in Georgia Russia secures itself from retaliation, however the situation in Ukraine need 
to escalate to such extent as in Georgia in order for the premise to be justifiable.  
2.1.2.1.1. The worst case scenario 
In the situation when Russia decides to intervene militarily to protect the people of the regions that 
have held the referendum and have expressed the will to join the RF, but who have been regarded 
as terrorists by the self-proclaimed current government of Ukraine, the NATO, which is backing 
Ukraine, can intervene on the premise that Russia is defending terrorist band groupings which were 
formed with direct or indirect help from Russia itself. The use of nuclear weapons in the area by 
Russia is excluded due to Ukraine being Russian historical region and they are not considering using 
the nuclear weapons on the battlefield which is (in the worst case scenario) to take place in Ukraine. 
NATO is not interested in supplying direct troops rather they can equip Ukraine to fight Russia which 
is probably of their best interest since destabilising the region would benefit the capital flow 
eventually in the western favour for as the naturally resourceful countries will be exhausted by war 
and weak economically. And war is the pricy enterprise.  
2.1.2.2 The way out. Dissolution by referendum and reformation of Ukraine into a federation, with 
border adjustments of administrative Ukrainian republic. 
Ukraine being in debt must seek to escape further unnecessary loans especially if they are associated 
with war, it would be wise to avoid such lacking in prospects decisions. Kiev should reconsider its 
regional influence aspirations and perhaps limit them to those which are in solidarity with Kiev’s 
doctrine for as the course of Kiev’s political course is rather radical.  
Kiev could recognise and accept the regions of Ukraine as independent and guarantee its liberty if 
they desire. Kiev must resign itself to the fact that the regions which pursue an alternative identity 
and political course must have the right for self-determination and international recognition. Given 
certain conditions that can serve as reasons and justifications for self-identification and self-
determination as a nation state, the recognition must follow. Circumstances in Ukraine show that 
there are some ultra-nationalistic militant groupings and the nidus of it can be determined and it is 
situated in the west of the country and their strongest presence spreads up to Kiev. Nation can be 
determined when the ethnos or the people manage to constitute a nation state. Eastern Ukrainians 
regard western Ukrainian nationalism as total non-sense, in the sense that it is directed against 
people of the same kin, and as violently extreme, that is the way its exercise directed against Jewish 
population of Ukraine as a whole simply amoral, and unacceptable and intolerable by people who 
are acquainted with Nazism either face to face or know about it from a first person. The regions that 
do not affiliate with such ideology view themselves and self identify as belonging to a different 
cultural matrix, can be viewed as a different people for as their Weltanschauung is completely 
different from those who support the unelected government in Ukraine. Therefore they should be 
given the right to elect the government that is going to be representative of population’s interests. 
Being a democracy today it can happen that the majority of the votes is going to go to the delegates 
who are backing the extremist nationalistic movements in Ukraine, in which case the majority rule 
may lead to oppression of the minorities or, in soft words, work in majority’s favour. The election in 
Ukraine can turn wrong provided the scale of disturbances and corruption in the country. Ideally 
there needs to be a new political border created that is going to reflect the allocation of people with 
different Weltanschauung and going to protect people from engaging in open violence. 
3. Theoretical perspective 
Theories are drawn from jorgensen 
The first theory that comes to mind which can be used to explain the situation through, taking in 
account the information available, is the Realism. It might look like the great powers are fighting for 
a piece of a cake on Ukrainian soil still being guided the motives of domination and benefit from 
dominion over other nation. Since Ukrainian economy is low the one who spreads its sphere of 
influence benefits since the long term investments are to pay off.  
The manifestation of the feud and hostility among the people of Ukraine is also a premise of realism 
which supports the idea of anarchic state of interrelations.  
To be more constructive let us break it down to systemic level of 
Main theoretical proposition of constructivism is that collective norms and social identities shape the 
behaviour. In case of Ukraine we can see that collective norms and social identities are different 
among people of Ukraine, which is causing consequential actions. These norms and values were 
shaped by the ideas and discourse in the society. The media influences the ideas and discourses for 
example the media talk about the prospects of promises of liberal values which European 
integration is to bring about on one hand, and the dangers and disadvantage of such integration on 
the other. It this case it is possible to say the liberalism is in play as well. For states want progress 
and prosperity are committed to liberal values. In case of Ukraine it is both Russia and Europe which 
are viewed as economic powers exhorting their economic influence through giving promises of the 
future prosperity brought by the networks of interdependence.  The ideas the people affiliate with 
are the ones they embrace and adhere to, can be hostile and antagonistic towards the people who 
hold on to the distinct ideals. Then the violent actions using armed forces can be used to protect 
security and people’s values, and human rights. Therefore we can say that great regional powers 
influence the values of the pople in the certain way, including liberal mechanisms of influence which 
results in conflict among the people for as they embrace the values they resonate with. It could be 
that the tools and instruments of constructivism and liberalism to modify the peoples’ world view in 
order to win over the influence sphere got out of control and sprung out into a n open fire conflict in 
the defence of own values, and for the right to obtain them. However it could probably be foreseen 
by some analytics that civil war resolution is probable precisely due the difference in the values 
which were cultivated in specific discourse. 
Discussion and conclusion 
As the election have shown the candidate Petr Poroshenko won in the 1st and the 2nd round of 
evections with the score of 54%. The “Radical party of Ukraine” leader Oleg Lyashko gained 8.49% of 
the votes which is not so few. If he gains relatively the same score in parliamentary elections that 
would be and influential position for the party. It have to be admitted that the election in Ukraine 
took place after all the fears of provocations to undermine the elections. However, the elections did 
not take place in Donetsk neither in Lugansk nor Slavyansk. Simply because the bulletins for voting 
could not be even deliver to the cities. The regions of the centres still held the election. It only 
signifies that Donetsk and Lugansk are determined to stand on its grounds defending the right to be 
autonomous. Let us not forget that the administrative buildings we captured by the radicals with 
radical methods. 
The title of the project Ukraine at the frontiers of international diplomacy. First of all, because 
Ukraine is translated as “by the edge”. And mainly because international diplomacy were very close 
to cross the line. Some might say that the line was crossed since Crimea was annexed. Others would 
provide justifications for the actions of Russian president.  
One of the possible resolutions of the crisis was proposed to be that of Yugoslavian scenario. Crimea 
did become a part of Russian Federation at least it is recognised as such by Russia itself. Hence it is 
possible to claim that so far it is going in the direction of either dissolution or federalisation. The 
casualties in the Crimea were minimal. And comparing it to Kosovo in this regard for example would 
put a clear distinction between successful military intervention in the name of preventing violence  
and unsuccessful.  
The conflict for some consists in ethical antagonism for others it is the future prospects of the 
country that are at stake. The latter is making more sense for in regards to the main point of the 
project that it is the international diplomacy that exhorts the influence on the country’s future. First 
it were the European trade treaty that were inspiring the common people of Ukraine, since it is them 
who desire the bright future. Then it was Putin who offered $15bn in exchange for the redirection of 
the country’s course towards Russia. The conflict within the country emerged. USA is now offering 
the same huge sum of money. And the election shows that most of Ukraine apart from the two 
regional centres chose the course towards the West. The great powers after all are in the constant 
competition. and they neglect the interests of the weaker state. Their prime motive and the aim is 
the power gain. 
It would be too absurd to suppose that today the country is being split by the will of the great 
powers like it was during the partition of Poland, or resolved by Molotov Ribbentrop pact. 
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